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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	I appreciate the opportunity to review your manuscript. Overall, the manuscript is well-structured and presents a concise review of the topic. The content is informative, and the flow of information is generally clear. I commend the authors for their effort in compiling this review. However, I have a few suggestions that could further improve the quality and clarity of the manuscript:

1. Reference Formatting: The reference list should be carefully reviewed for formatting inconsistencies and adherence to the required citation style. Additionally, spacing issues within the reference section should be corrected.

2. Table Titles and Legends: The tables included in the manuscript significantly enhance readability. However, adding appropriate titles to the tables and clearly defining them as "LEGENDS" would be beneficial for better clarity and understanding.

3. Typographical and Spacing Errors: There are a few typographical errors and unnecessary extra spaces between words within the text. Addressing these issues will enhance the manuscript’s overall quality and readability.

4. Presentation of Management Strategies: The section discussing preoperative and postoperative management strategies could be more effectively presented in a tabular format, which would enhance comprehension and accessibility for readers.

5. Sentence Flow and Coherence: To improve readability and coherence, I suggest refining sentence structures and using a variety of linking words. For example, instead of repeating "A study..." in consecutive sentences, consider using alternative phrases such as "In another study..." to ensure better flow and variation.

By implementing these suggestions, the manuscript will achieve a higher level of clarity, coherence, and overall readability. I appreciate the authors’ efforts and look forward to seeing an improved version of the manuscript.
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